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Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2 b)^ This action is non-final 

4) E Claim(s) U19 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) ; is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) G3 Claim(s) U19 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 
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9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hilborn et al, Harrison et al, Markhlouf and Wyceck. 

3. Patentees disclose the claimed composition. Note cols. 3 and 4 of Makhlouf et al 
and specifically the areas which call for thixotropic fillers and amine curing agents. Also 
note col. 5 of Harrison where thixotropic fillers and expandable microspheres are 
disclosed and col. 4 line 40 et.seq. where the claimed curing agents are disclosed. 
Attention is directed to cols. 7, 9 and in the cols. 1 and 2 where the flow chart in Wycech 
discloses the separation of the catalyst from the resin to prevent premature foaming and 
curing of the epoxy resin and all of col. 5 and col. 7, line 1-13 of Hilborn et al. 

4. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to duplicate the claimed 
process since the prior art teaches all the steps of the claimed process are old in the art 
and provides the motivation to follow the claimed process. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Morton Foelak whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
2442. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. /^^tf == ~^^^J%/?//S^^ 
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